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A b s t r a c t
The	type	and	scale	of	internal	diversification	are	the	main	characteristics	of	metropolitan	areas.	
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S t r e s z c z e n i e
Typ	 i	 skala	wewnętrznej	 zróżnicowania	 to	 główne	 cechy	 charakterystyczne	 terenów	metro-












and	social	 factors.	Local	authority	efforts,	 local	developmental	priorities,	entrepreneur	 in-
novativeness,	and	efficiency	of	territorial	marketing	play	an	important	role	here.	These	ele-

















tion	 refers	 to.	 it	 is	obvious	 that	excessive	 income	disparity	among	 residents	 is	a	negative	





















Both,	methods	 of	 structural	 unit	 characterisation	 have	 their	 advantages	 and	 disadvan-
tages,	the	main	problem	for	the	diagnosis,	however,	is	the	mixed	functions	and	difficulties	
in	 the	 identification	of	major	 functions	on	 territories	compared	 in	 terms	of	 their	 area	and	
population.	

























selected	 properties	 of	 ecosystems.	Human	 ecology,	which	 concentrates	 on	 the	 “artificial”	
ecosystems	created	by	humans,	is	an	important	development	in	the	classical	ecological	ap-












Here,	 the	 emphasis	 is	 placed	 on	 such	 landscape	 features	 as	 degree	 of	 diversification,	






research	has	been	developed	 in	many	ways	based	on	an	 intuitive	evaluation	of	 landscape	
quality,	which	involves	the	identification	of	hierarchically	connected	qualitative	attributes.	














































The	 aforementioned	 method	 of	 describing	 the	 internal	 structure	 of	 metropolitan	 area	













A	 relatively	 recent	 approach	 includes	 psychological	 aspects	 of	 the	 urban	 space	 with	
Bańka	[2]	as	a	forerunner	of	such	studies	in	Poland.	
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